The works of Brett Nortje part 90. 



As orbitals make things more or less dense, they need to be 
added to with new materials and stuff to make things like oil and 
metal and diamonds and gold, this means, the materials must 
basically be made more or less dense to get it right, i have 
always found that density comes down to electron amounts, as 
the more bonds there are the more electrons there must be. 

For this reason, we could make things more dense by 
'electrifying' them, keeping the electricity within the thing would 
mean using an insulator, like wood or a wooden mold. 

This will replace all the nukes in the world with nuclear defenses, 
basically, the way nukes work is to chain reaction from the center 
to the outside, with energy conservation of sorts, this means 
they will keep going outwards, yes? of course, this means 
resources will be lost for a long time, so it is stupid and messy. 

Basically, the best defense against a nuke is a missile, if we were 
to launch missiles at nukes, at the head, they would explode 
there, yes? this would require a 'chaff of missiles, of course, 
setting missile silos up on the borders would see the total 
defense of the states and other countries, instead of keeping 
volatile nukes within the borders. 

I hope the world sees the logic here, of curse, maybe there is 
another way? 

To keep the 'mess' away, we could fire out a net, a wide net! a 
net of 'magnets.' these 'magnets' could catch the nuke and carry 
the debris anywhere we like, in any direction, using magnetism 
we could make the 'mess' simply go elsewhere, i suggest we fire 
around the sides first, then at the 'point.' 

Well, what does the constitution do? it gives a guideline to how 
the laws should form from there on out. so, it would be where a 



gene sets forth a defined outlook for the physics of the human 
being or animal, if the terrain influences the animal, so should 
the laws, as this is the end result of the constitution, yes? 

So, if the constitution gets in the ways of some laws that make 
sense to the many, then the few should be overruled and the 
many served, this is because it is easier for a few to leave for 
another country than a few, at the root of the constitution. 

Of course, some places will be the same, this means, that, it is 
like first come first serve, the human resources of the country 
come first, so, they will see the people served in the majority - it 
is like a vote. 

Trying to destroy the constitution by the elected officials means 
that the leaders have found it faulty - trying to ammend it to 
suite new circumstances or 'terrain 1 is like evolution, from my 
example, yes? 

Maybe they have the wrong approach? instead of reducing the 
debt ceiling, which requires time to do, they could use their time 
to reduce the debt? they have assets, they could sell the under 
performing ones, for example, yes? 

Or, they could sell shares in nasa? if they did this, it would not be 
a loss of anything they cannot make top secret, of course, they 
could sell shares about accessibility to the moon? they could 
build another nasa for like a third of the cost! 

Or, they could sell their oil reserves, they could buy these back 
when the time comes, these are assets unused for now that take 
up keep costs, these are not yielding a dividend, and, they need 
to steady the ship now or go into more debt. 

Or, as a better option, they could raise taxes on luxuries like 
cable and radio, these are non essential, so, will make a good 
gain for the state, this will be a slow alternative though, but, will 



help the g.d.p. 



I am sure you all want to win your debates? i have been debating 
for nearly a decade, and inf there are some tricks to winning a 
debate, if you don't want to hear don't read! 

Now, the question, some people post random articles, these are 
to keep people informed, they are not debates, but, you can turn 
it into one by debating the finer points of it. you need to choose a 
side. 

If you were to want to win the debate, you must be resourceful, 
if you cannot explain things as a mechanic if it is technical, and 
you are a programmer, try to explain it so that you are an expert, 
where you are an expert, and make it as typically television 
explanation as possible, this will not frustrate others in their own 
explanations, and will win them over, you cannot win a debate by 
fighting - politics is all about stopping fights and finding common 
ground. 

If you win the other person over, it is good for them to admit 
this, i have done this many times and by showing respect have 
earned respect, if you learn something, say so. if you concede 
say so. let it go - your pride, and learn and laugh, and, above all 
else, move on. i have seen others here always follow with the 
same points over and over, adjust your way of thinking is all i 
have to say. why does the other person think differently? 

The world as we know is is very base, there are resources, 
emotional financial raw and so forth, there is security, there is 
barter, there is incentive, these are the things that drive the 
world i find, by becoming base you will feel horrible, by elevating 
your thinking to a i love that puppy because it is full of love 
thinking, instead of loving the puppy because it makes you feel 
loved is a good way to do it. forget about it. 

Please be curt at least to each other. 



